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ABSTRACT
War, Love, and Journeys: A Comparative Analysis
of Conceptual Metaphors in Political Speeches
Kelly N. Woods
Department of Linguistics, BYU
Master of Arts
In convention speeches and inaugural addresses, presidential candidates and newlyelected presidents attempt to persuade listeners to vote for and support them. One persuasive tool
that they use in these speeches is metaphor, considered a fundamental form of reasoning (Lakoff
& Johnson, 1980). The present study focuses on three conceptual metaphors (POLITICS IS WAR,
POLITICS IS A JOURNEY, and POLITICS IS LOVE) used in 40 speeches given by American presidents
from 1944 to 2021 in order to see if there are differences in metaphor usage across political party
(i.e., Democrat and Republican) and across speech type (i.e., nomination acceptance and
inaugural address). All speeches were double-coded for the three metaphors by a group of
trained raters, and the average count for each metaphor type per speech was found using a manyfacet Rasch measurement. Mixed-effects regressions were then conducted to determine
differences across political party and speech type. No quantitative differences were found in the
use of these metaphors, suggesting the possibility that these speeches represent a genre of
political discourse with particular patterns of metaphor usage. Some qualitative differences
between political party and speech type are discussed, as well as limitations and future directions
for research.
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1. INTRODUCTION
When it comes to political issues, there are numerous factors that might affect an
individual’s stance, including race, age, religion, gender, and education level; however, it
appears that party affiliation is the most divisive (Pew Research Center, 2019). In 2019, an
average 39-percentage-point gap was found to exist between the opinions of
Republicans/Republican-leaning independents and the opinions of Democrats/Democrat-leaning
independents across a variety of political issues, such as gun control and welfare (Pew Research
Center, 2019). This was an increase from an average 36-percentage-point gap found in 2017,
which had already been a significant increase from the 15-percentage-point gap found in 1994
(Doherty, 2017). Thus, in the last few decades, the partisan gap seems only to have grown.
The causes for and effects of this gap are not known in full nor is there a clear direction
for how to overcome it; however, it has been posited that a lack of understanding between the
parties could play a part in the growing divide. Mounk (2019) discussed the perceptions that
members of each party hold about the other and how these perceptions do not necessarily mirror
reality, yet they persist as members of each party vilify the other rather than seek to understand
the other. These points were corroborated by Plutzer and Berkman (n.d.), who conducted a poll
survey of voters in the 2018 elections. The theme of misperceptions and limited understanding
appears to be in voter surveys, and this lack of understanding is cause for concern for voters and
politicians alike, especially with the essential nature of communication in the functioning of
government (Denton et al., 2008). Little or no communication can lead to unpassed laws or
governmental gridlock, among other things.
Due to the importance of communication in government affairs, the language of politics
has become an area of increasing scholarship over the last few decades. There is even a journal
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dedicated specifically to this research (ie. Journal of Language and Politics). Researchers have
studied everything from the use of memes in public health campaigns to the analysis of discourse
related to truth in presidential debates (Chu, 2021; Roslyng & Larsen, 2021). There have even
been analyses focused on political differences and the language of each party (Lin, 2011;
Randour et al., 2020); however, there is limited research focused on the linguistic metaphors
used by politicians and even less research focused on the linguistic metaphors used by American
politicians, who are elected to represent the interests of their electorate.
Metaphors are an important area of linguistic study as they are considered one of the
fundamental forms of reasoning and are built from concepts that “structure what we perceive,
how we get around in the world, and how we relate to other people” (Lakoff & Johnson, 1980).
Thus, an understanding of the metaphors used by politicians might lead to an understanding of
how those politicians (and the individuals they represent) perceive and operate in the world, and
such an understanding might shed light on reasons for the growing political divide.
With this in mind, the focus of this thesis was on conceptual metaphors used by
American presidents in order to determine what differences, if any, exist in the language used by
Democrats and Republicans. The language of presidents was chosen as the focus because
presidents are nominated by their party under the assumption that they are the best representative
of that party’s interest and thus should use language that reflects that party’s worldview.
2. LITERATURE REVIEW
2.1 Conceptual Metaphors
Conceptual metaphor theory was first proposed by Lakoff and Johnson (1980), who
posited that much of the language we use in our daily life contains metaphors of some kind, even
going so far as to say that metaphors are “pervasive in everyday life” (p. 3). By their definition, a
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metaphor is the conceptualization of one domain in terms of another domain. It is “understanding
and experiencing one kind of thing in terms of another” (p. 5). In a metaphor, the source domain
is the concept used to create the metaphor, and the target domain is the concept described
through the metaphor. When categorizing these metaphors, the typographic convention is
TARGET DOMAIN IS/ARE SOURCE DOMAIN,

and this convention will be used throughout this paper.

One example of a conceptual metaphor appears in the statement “The flat tire cost me an
hour” evokes the conceptual metaphor TIME IS MONEY, where time is the target domain and
money is the source domain. In the literal sense, hours don’t cost anything; they cannot be
bought or sold. However, conceptualizing time in terms of money allows speakers to express the
value of time in terms that are easily understandable to others. Thus, time can be saved, invested,
or spent just as money can be.
Another example of conceptual metaphor is seen in the sentence, “We’ve hit a dead end
in our relationship”, which evokes the LOVE IS A JOURNEY metaphor. This metaphor compares
love (the target domain) to a journey (the source domain). In a relationship, individuals move
together as one would on a path or road. They can move fast or slow. They can take a step back
or a step forward. When someone hits a dead end on a path or road, it is no longer possible to
continue on that same path; the involved parties must turn around or find a new path. Thus, when
someone hits a dead end in a relationship, it is no longer possible to continue in the same manner
they have in the past, and they must find a new path, either together or apart.
These metaphors (and many more) are prevalent in our day-to-day language, and Lakoff
and Johnson (1980) argued that these metaphors can influence (or are a result of) the way that we
think about the world:
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The concepts that govern our thought are not just matters of the intellect. They
also govern our everyday functioning, down to the most mundane details. Our
concepts structure what we perceive, how we get around in the world, and how
we relate to other people. Our conceptual system thus plays a central role in
defining our everyday realities. If we are right in suggesting that our conceptual
system is largely metaphorical, then the way we think, what we experience, and
what we do every day is very much a matter of metaphor (Lakoff & Johnson,
1980, p. 4).
This worldview is what then leads individuals to make certain choices. In the case of
time, someone may see four years of school as an investment in herself or in her future. In the
case of a relationship dead end, someone may choose to end the relationship because he wants to
move forward or to change directions entirely. Thus, the metaphors that one uses represent the
way that they perceive the world and thereby influence the way they perceive certain issues or
situations.
Additionally, people may use metaphors to influence the way that others see issues,
employing them as a persuasive technique in their language. For example, if they want someone
to see that their stance on an issue is the morally superior one, they may say “We have the higher
ground”, evoking the metaphor MORALITY IS UP. In this way, they are able to frame others’
perception of an issue and thus influence how they perceive and react to different events and
people.
Since Lakoff and Johnson’s initial proposal, our understanding of conceptual metaphors
and the theory that surrounds them have greatly developed. The overlap between metonymy and
metaphor has been a significant area of focus, with researchers claiming a metonymic grounding
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for metaphoric mapping (Barcelona, 2000). Additionally, the role of domains and mappings have
been greatly explored in both metaphor and metonymy (Croft, 2000; Ruiz de Mendoza Ibdnez,
2000). Social and cultural factors that can impact certain aspects of conceptual metaphors have
also been identified, demonstrating that not all metaphors reflect a general human experience
(Kövecses, 2005). Metaphor’s relationship with grammatical features such as tense or aspect
have also been explored (Panther et al., 2009). The terminology used in conceptual metaphor
analysis has also been better defined, and a multi-level view of metaphor that accounted for
image schemas, domains, frames, and mental spaces has been created (Kövecses, 2017).
Additionally, patterns of metaphor usage within texts and across registers have been studied, and
corpus-based approaches have become more common and more important as researchers seek to
quantify the importance and variety of metaphor in actual usage .
2.2 Metaphor in Political Discourse
Since the initial proposal of Lakoff and Johnson’s (1980) theory, conceptual metaphor
analysis has been applied in a vast array of fields, including the political sphere. Lakoff (2002)
himself analyzed conservative and liberal discourse in the United States and proposed two
opposing worldviews that conservatives and liberals adhere to, both based on familial structures
with the government as the parent and the citizens as the children. It should be noted that Lakoff
recognizes the complexity and intersectionality of political ideologies, and he does not claim that
his theory covers the full spectrum of conservative and liberal opinions. However, for
simplicity’s sake, he has posited that his theory represents a central model of conservatism and
liberalism.
In this theory, conservatives follow a ‘strict father’ model, which entails certain values
such as purity and wholeness. These values manifest in metaphorical language about someone
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“cleaning up their act” or standards “eroding”. Liberals, on the other hand, follow a ‘nurturant
parent’ model, which entails values such as empathy and self-nurturance. These values appear in
metaphorical language where someone “knows what it’s like to be in [a person’s] shoes” or
“invests in themselves”. These different models are what lead conservatives to support certain
issues (e.g. gun rights, pro-life, etc.) and liberals to support just the opposite (e.g. gun control,
pro-choice, etc.).
Other researchers have followed in Lakoff’s footsteps, focusing specifically on the
conceptual metaphors used by presidents in the United States. An analysis of conceptual
metaphors in inaugural addresses revealed a wide variety of conceptual metaphors used by
incoming presidents (Xue et al., 2013). These metaphors include POLITICS IS A JOURNEY, POLITICS
IS WAR, SOCIETY IS A BUILDING, NATION IS FAMILY,

and SOCIAL CONDITION IS WEATHER.

Presidents talk about the “advance of freedom” or the “building of American society” and thus
evoke these metaphors in their listeners’ minds.
During his recent term in office, President Donald Trump frequently used conceptual
metaphors to present himself as a positive and beneficial president and framed his opponents as
enemies to himself and America. His conceptual metaphors included POLITICS IS WAR, POLITICS
IS A JOURNEY, POLITICS IS A RACE, POLITICS IS A CRIME, POLITICS IS LOVE,

among others

(Linkeviciute, 2019). For example, when he said “that is why we have to defeat Nancy Pelosi
and Maxine Waters,” he was likening politics to war, setting Pelosi and Maxine up as his
opposition who needed to be defeated. This and other metaphors were used to set himself up as
the leader, the hero, and more. Thus, political figures use conceptual metaphors to craft a
narrative in their listeners’ mind.
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The use of conceptual metaphors can also be seen in regards to very particular political
issues, such as war. After an analysis of President Bush’s rhetoric following 9/11, Ferrari (2007)
found that conceptual metaphors were the fundamental argumentative feature and a crucial tool
in persuasion. When using such language, President Bush was advocating for and supporting war
in Iraq and Afghanistan. His persuasive techniques were successful, and the United States spent
many years at war with these countries. Thus, while the influence of conceptual metaphors
should not be overstated, it appears that they can have a significant persuasive impact on
listeners and result in long-standing consequences for listeners who may vote for or against
certain policies, actions, or candidates.
Since Lakoff’s (2002) proposal of the distinct metaphorical models that conservatives
and liberals subscribe to, other researchers have looked for evidence of these models across
different parties. In an analysis of State of the Union Addresses, Ahrens (2011) looked at the
frequency of lexemes associated with the two conceptual worldviews of strict father and
nurturant parent. Specifically, she used the senses and hypernyms of strength, authority,
nurturance, and empathy to compare lexeme usage by four presidents (Reagan, Bush Sr.,
Clinton, and Bush Jr.). She found that Clinton, a Democrat, used significantly more lexemes
associated with the nurturant parent model (e.g. care, aid, empathy) than his Republican
counterparts. Although this study did not look directly at metaphor usage in these speeches, it
appears to demonstrate that adherence to one of Lakoff’s models or the other influences even the
words a president uses.
In another study, Muelas-Gil (2019) used a corpus-based approach to look at the framing
of economic issues in left-wing, centric, and right-wing news reports in England and Spain a
week prior to elections. Research questions included whether one language utilized more
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metaphors, whether metaphors were used as persuasive devices, what polarity of metaphors was
across different categories (positive, negative, or neither), whether ideological leanings affected
metaphor polarity (does the left use more negative metaphors than the right, etc.), and if there
were differences across ideologies in the number of metaphors used.
After consultation with the literature and professionals in the field, Muelas-Gil (2019)
created a list of search terms, and all instances of these search terms and their environments were
extracted. Two methods of analysis were used to identify metaphors: Metaphorical Pattern
Analysis (Stefanowitsch & Gries, 2006) and MIPVU, a derivative of the Pragglejaz Group’s
Metaphor Identification Procedure. MPA was used first, and all usages judged to be
metaphorical were then analyzed with MIPVU. Charteris-Black’s (2004) Critical Metaphor
Analysis was then used to interpret and explain the metaphors in terms of ideological leanings
and persuasion (positive, negative, or NA, where there was no clear polarity).
Analyses revealed that the English reports had a higher metaphor density than the
Spanish reports; however, there was no observable difference in metaphor density across
political ideologies (right, left, and center). Additionally, metaphors were more likely to be nonpersuasive than persuasive across both languages, though there was a higher proportion of
persuasive metaphors in Spanish than in English. Proportion of persuasive metaphors was
relatively consistent across the three ideological leanings, suggesting that they were not more
common in any one political leaning.
In regards to polarity, Muelas-Gil (2019) conceptualized positive polarity as a metaphor
that highlighted something positive about the economy, negative polarity as a metaphor that
highlighted something negative about the economy, and NA as a metaphor that is persuasive but
does not have a polarity. Spanish reports used positive polarity more frequently than English
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reports and had a significantly larger disparity between positive and negative polarity frequencies
than English reports. In terms of ideology, left-wing reports had a higher frequency of negative
polarity metaphors, and right-wing reports had a higher frequency of positive polarity metaphors.
The results of this study suggest that metaphors are used as a persuasive device at a
similar frequency across political ideologies; however, news outlets for left-wing ideologies tend
to use more negative metaphors, meaning they used metaphor to highlight negative aspects in the
discussion of the economy, and news outlets for right-wing ideologies tend to use more positive
metaphors, highlighting positive aspects in the discussion of economy. Though this is only one
study, it does suggest differences in the utilization of metaphors across different political
ideologies.
In an analysis of presidential television advertisements that aired between 1980 and 2012,
Moses and Gonzalez (2015) looked for evidence of Lakoff’s strict father vs. nurturant parent
model. They created a taxonomy for coding the strict father and nurturant parent elements and
had two trained research assistants code the campaign advertisements for phrases, clauses, or
whole sentences that reflected these models (elements could be coded for more than one moral
framework). They compared metaphor usage between Republican and Democratic presidents
and found that Republicans used more strict father content than Democrats and Democrats used
more nurturant parent content than Republicans.
In a similar analysis, Ohl et al. (2013) looked at presidential campaign advertisements
that aired between 1952 and 2012. They created a taxonomy with the two categories of strict
father and nurturant parent. Under these two categories were eight subcategories that described
facets of each model. Coders read the speeches and assigned a point for each subcategory they
found in the speech (up to eight points for each larger category of strict father and nurturant
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parent). “Composite scores were created for the Strict Father and Nurturant Parent variables by
aggregating the number of the subordinate categories and dividing by the total number of
possible themes” (p. 495). Each speech would receive two scores, one for the strict father
category and one for the nurturant parent category. Thus, a speech might have a strict father
score of 0.25 and a nurturant parent score of 0.75, meaning that the speech included 2 of the 8
subcategories under the strict father category and 6 of the 8 subcategories under the nurturant
parent category . Republican advertisements evoked the subcategories of the strict father model
more than Democratic advertisement, and Democratic advertisement evoked subcategories of the
nurturant parent model more than the Republican advertisement, though the difference was not
statistically significant.
2.3 The Persuasive Power of Metaphor
The persuasive power of metaphors has been an area of interest for decades with
researchers interested in the persuasive techniques used in advertising, healthcare, politics, and
more (e.g. Bowers & Osborn, 1966; Burgers et al., 2015; Landau et al., 2009; McGuire, 2000;
Read et al., 1990; Scherer et al., 2015; van Enschot et al., 2010). Within this research, they have
also produced and refined various theories to explain why metaphors are persuasive. There are
seven theories which appear to predominate, discussed below in chronological order.
First, Osborn and Ehninger (1962) hypothesized that an audience’s comprehension of a
metaphor leads to relief that then leads to more persuasive capacity for the metaphor. Due to the
non-literal nature of metaphors, the audience may not immediately understand the metaphor,
which may lead to frustration or negative tension. Once the audience understands the metaphor,
however, they experience relief from those negative sentiments, and this relief reinforces the
metaphor and its persuasive power.
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Second, Guthrie (1972) claimed that metaphors lead to reduced counterarguments in the
audience. As metaphors are non-literal, they demand more cognitive resources in order to be
understood, and because more cognitive resources are being used to understand the metaphor,
there are less resources available for the formulation of counterarguments, meaning that listeners
are less able to come up with arguments to refute the connections or claims that a metaphor
makes and are thus more likely to believe and be persuaded by the metaphor.
Third, the superior organization theory, derived from Gentner’s (1983) structure mapping
theory and expanded on by numerous researchers (e.g. Read et al., 1990; Sopory & Dillard,
2002), posits that metaphors “generate a greater number of semantic associations than literal
equivalents” (Van Stee, 2018, p. 548). Some of these associations may be consistent with the
metaphor, and others may not be. When they are consistent, they create semantic pathways,
connecting the target and source of the metaphor and highlighting the arguments being made
with the metaphor. These connections can be reinforced, and the stronger the connection the
more persuasive the metaphor.
Fourth, Jaffe (1988) theorized that the persuasive power of metaphors comes from
cognitive resource matching. Resource matching has to do with the resources required to
understand language and the resources available to the individual processing that language, and it
is assumed that metaphorical language requires more cognitive resources than literal language.
Thus, if an audience is presented with literal language, they will need fewer cognitive resources
to process and understand that language, which can lead them to become distracted or to come
up with counterarguments (see reduced counterarguments above). However, if they are presented
with metaphorical language, they will need more cognitive resources to process and understand
that language, which leads to the cognitive phenomenon of elaboration (a process that results in
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greater integration into memory). This resource matching of metaphorical language and
cognitive resources results in a greater persuasive effect by the metaphor; however, if a metaphor
demands more cognitive resources than a listener can provide, the persuasive power of the
metaphor is undercut (see high and low familiarity targets in Van Stee (2018) below).
Fifth, Hitchon (1991) proposed that metaphors lead to stimulated elaboration which leads
to greater persuasion. In order to understand a metaphor, a reader must establish a ground for that
metaphor, matching features between the target and source of the metaphor. In the establishment
of this ground, numerous valenced (or related) thoughts occur. If these valenced thoughts
correspond to the direction the metaphor is intended to lead the audience, then the metaphor will
have greater persuasive power due to these valenced thoughts.
Sixth, McGuire (2000) claimed that metaphors are persuasive because they capture the
attention of the audience more than non-metaphorical language. The evocative language of
metaphors allows them to stand out and stay in the mind of viewers, readers, or listeners;
however, McGuire stated that the persuasive power of metaphors is mediated by recall,
comprehension, and interest. The audience must be able to remember the metaphor (recall),
understand the metaphor (comprehension), and be interested in the metaphor and the larger
product and/or service (interest) in order for the metaphor to have a persuasive effect. McGuire
believed that these three elements explain the variability that exists in the persuasive power of
metaphors.
Seventh and finally, Sopory and Dillard (2002) claimed that metaphors led to greater
communicator credibility for two reasons. One, individuals who used metaphors were judged
more positively, possibly for their intellect or creativity, and two, as metaphors create
connections between previously unconnected elements, the audience may find interest or
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pleasure in having that connection pointed out to them. Thus, they esteem the author of the
metaphor more favorably because of this new knowledge that has been imparted.
These theories help explain why metaphors are persuasive, and researchers have also
focused on how metaphors are persuasive (ie. what variables they impact in an audience). In
order to quantify the persuasive power of metaphors, researchers have looked at dependent
variables such as attitude, beliefs, behavioral intention, and behavior, and Van Stee (2018)
attempted to connect these variables to the different explanations detailed above in order to
determine which explanation had the most support.
To formulate these connections, Van Stee (2018) conducted a meta-analysis of 50 studies
that included written, visual, audiovisual, or audio metaphors. Some studies looked at a
combination of metaphor formats (e.g. written and visual at the same time), while others looked
at sequential formats (e.g. written then audiovisual), and others still looked at only one format. In
this analysis, Van Stee (2018) found that metaphorical messages had a significantly greater effect
across all persuasion-related outcomes (attitude, behavioral intention, and behavior) than their
literal counterparts ( r = 0.09, p < 0.001). Out of the 50 studies, 39 had a positive effect size, and
of these, 21 had an effect size that was significantly greater than zero.
Additionally, Van Stee (2018) found that metaphors with high familiarity targets had
more persuasive power than metaphors with low or moderate familiarity targets. She
hypothesized that this finding supported the resource matching and superior organization
theories. A metaphor with a high familiarity target will require fewer cognitive resources than a
metaphor with a low familiarity target. Thus, it is more likely that there will be a match between
the cognitive resources available to the audience and the cognitive resources necessary to
understand the metaphor. A metaphor with high familiarity will also allow “for better integration
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of information between the target and base [source] of the metaphor, thus increasing the number
of semantic linkages over that of literal language” (Van Stee, 2018, p. 561). In other words, the
high familiarity leant itself to greater elaboration and thus superior organization.
In her analysis, Van Stee (2018) also found that metaphors had more persuasive power
when they were visual than when they were written (confirmed by the effect sizes and the metaregression). This, she hypothesized, supported the theory of reduced counterarguments. A visual
metaphor may be more difficult for an individual to process because they must identify the
source and target of the metaphors for themselves and must then create the relevant linkages
between the two. This process necessitates more cognitive resources, thus preventing the viewer
from having an excess of resources that can then be used to formulate counterarguments to the
metaphor.
In addition to the above analyses, Van Stee (2018) looked at the topic of the study in
order to determine where metaphors were most persuasive. Topics included “politics/policies,
crime, advertising, health, science concepts/processes, investing, violence, and academic
programs/opportunities” (Van Stee, 2018, p. 551). Advertising had a larger effect size than the
mean effect size for the entire meta-analysis, and crime-focused studies also had a significant
positive effect. Metaphor studies related to health and politics did not have significant effect size;
however, Van Stee (2018) did not include any discussion of metaphor format within that analysis
nor did she provide any explanation for why this non-significant effect may exist. It could be the
result of metaphor format (written vs. audio). It could also be the result of the familiarity of the
metaphors used (high, moderate, or low familiarity).
Although Van Stee (2018) did not find ample evidence for the persuasive power of
metaphor in political discourse, numerous other researchers are looking at metaphors in political
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discourse and providing evidence, theories, and explanations for their persuasive power. One
such study comes from Landau and colleagues (2009), looking at metaphoric framing in regards
to immigration in the United States. In the study, participants were divided into two groups and
each group was presented with one of two articles on airborne bacteria. In one article, the
bacteria were described as dangerous to one’s health, and in the other article, they were
described as harmless. The participants then read one of two essays on various domestic issues in
the U.S. (not including immigration). In one essay, the U.S. was described using bodymetaphoric language, such as having a “growth spurt” or “scurrying to create new laws”. In the
other essay, the U.S. was described with literal language, such as “efforts are now underway to
create new laws”. After reading these articles and essays, participants completed two
questionnaires, each with six statements, one questionnaire on the minimum wage and one
questionnaire on immigration. Participants marked how much they agreed or disagreed with the
statements on a 9-point Likert scale.
Analyses revealed that participants who read the article about dangerous airborne bacteria
and then read the article with body-metaphorical framing for the U.S. had more negative
opinions on immigration than participants who read the dangerous airborne bacteria article and
then the article with literal language for the U.S. or participants who read the harmless airborne
bacteria article and then the article with body-metaphorical framing for the U.S. This suggests
that participants who read reports on the dangers that airborne bacteria posed to their bodies and
then read reports that framed the U.S. as in possession of a body were more likely than any other
group to have negative opinions on immigration. Thus, it appears that the metaphorical-framing
of the U.S. as in possession of a body (preceded by a discussion of something that poses a risk to
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the body) can affect the attitude of those exposed to the metaphor related to a political topic such
as immigration.
In a meta-analysis, Brugman et al. (2019) looked at studies that analyzed the effect of
verbal metaphorical framing in political discourse on the beliefs and attitudes of listeners.
Specifically, they collected studies that focused on the strict-parent versus nurturant-parent
frames and used either a word-level analysis or a concept-level analysis. “Studies on
metaphorical-words framing use frames that consist of metaphorical expressions in which one
domain is described by means of another domain”, and “studies on metaphorical-concepts
framing are studies that use frames that represent a metaphorical understanding of the issue
under investigation” (Brugman et al., 2019, p. 6).
Studies that used a word-level analysis (e.g. Ahrens, 2011; Cienki, 2005) typically
compiled a list of lexical terms of source domains and related words (e.g. “strength” or “purity”
for the strict father model and “support” or “flourish” for the nurturant parent model). These
terms would then be found in the corpus or text of interest, and they would be either counted for
frequency (in order to perform an analysis of lexical frequency) or analyzed in context to
determine if their use was metaphorical and then counted in order to be compared across the
corpus.
Studies that used a concept-level analysis (e.g. Holman, 2016; Moses & Gonzales, 2015;
Ohl et al., 2013) typically created a taxonomy of words, phrases, or concepts associated with the
model. For example, the strict father model values self-discipline, so they could look for phrases
such as “working hard” or “being independent”; whereas the nurturant parent model values
kindness, so they would look for phrases such as “working together” or “helping each other”.
Similar to the word-level analyses, the usage of these phrases did not necessarily need to be
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metaphorical, as it was hypothesized that their presence reflected “the semantic relations
underlying the metaphorical models” (Brugman et al., 2019, p. 5). Thus, if the strict father and
nurturant parent models were true, individuals who adhered to the strict father model would
employ phrases related to that larger metaphorical model more frequently than phrases related to
the nurturant parent model and vice versa for individuals who adhered to the nurturant parent
model.
The studies included a wide range of metaphors on a variety of topics (from geoengineering to elections), and the persuasive power of these metaphors was measured in the
attitude reported by participants. Brugman et al. (2019) coded the effect direction as positive if
the reported attitude was in line with the position reflected in the metaphorical frame (e.g. after
exposure to the natural analogy frame, individuals reported positive attitudes toward geoengineering) and as negative if the reported attitude was not in line with the position reflect in
the metaphorical frame (e.g. after exposure to the natural analogy frame, individuals reported
negative attitudes toward geo-engineering).
The dependent variables included in the meta-analysis can be summarized in the
categories of beliefs, attitudes, and behavioral intentions, and Brugman et al. (2019) used a
weighted effect size for each study in order to ensure that participants were not included in the
final analysis more than once. After analysis, they found that metaphorical frames (whether
word-level or concept-level) were more persuasive than non-metaphorical frames. The largest
effect was on beliefs (d = 0.29), then on attitudes (d = 0.10), and no effect was found on
behavioral intentions. Additionally, metaphorical-concept frames were found to be more
persuasive than metaphorical-word frames (d = 0.22 and d = 0.04, respectively), and the effect of
metaphorical framing was larger when used in the context of economic policy, foreign (vs
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domestic) politics, health and environment, and security and justice (d = 0.23) when compared to
science and education (d = 0.11).
Due to this evidence, several researchers have made cases for the utility and usage of
metaphors in political discourse in order to persuade audiences. Bougher (2012) advocated for
the use of metaphors as reasoning tools, not just for the political elite but for the average citizen,
who must formulate his or her opinion on a variety of issues and may find that those opinions
relate to a larger worldview. Hammack and Pilecki (2012) argued that metaphors in the larger
framework of a narrative help explain and offer insight into the relationship between context and
mind. Schoor (2015) theorized that metaphors could be reason-based, emotion-based, or
strategy-based and argued that they are an effective tool for persuasion and for the establishment
of a distinct political identity and style, something that is particularly important for presidential
candidates as they develop a campaign strategy and for presidents as they begin their time in
office and must frame their vision for the country in terms that citizens will be able to understand
and relate to.
2.4 A Summary and Research Questions
Conceptual metaphor theory has developed and expanded greatly since its inception over
four decades ago. It has been applied in numerous fields, including the analysis of political
language, in order to better understand the linguistic devices that individuals employ as well as
describe how those devices might reflect an individual’s worldview. Here, this theory is applied
to the language of American presidents in order to better understand how their language might
differ across party affiliations and thus how it might reflect or even contribute to the current
political divide that exists in America.
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1. Do differences exist in the usage of political conceptual metaphors based on a President’s
political party?
2. Do differences exist in the usage of political conceptual metaphors based on the speech
type (nomination acceptance vs. inaugural address)?
The second research question is an extension of the first. As nomination acceptance
speeches are given to a nominee’s party members and inaugural addresses are given to the
United States as a whole, it is possible that speakers tailor their language to the audience that
they are addressing: either their own party or the whole country.
3. METHODOLOGY
3.1 Corpus Creation and Details
The speeches used in this research were collected from the University of California at
Santa Barbara’s “American Presidency Project” (https://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/). The project
is an initiative to archive published presidential documents (new conferences, proclamations,
state of the union addresses, etc.) in one location. From this archive, the last 20 nomination
acceptance speeches (from the candidate that went onto win the election) and the last 20
inaugural addresses were extracted. These numbers and timeframe allowed for an even
distribution of Democratic and Republican presidential terms as well as relatively stable political
platforms within each party.
In total, the corpus contained 117,817 word tokens and 8,230 word types across the 40
speeches (see Table 1). The inaugural addresses contained 38,311 tokens and 4,193 types, and
the nomination acceptance speeches contained 79,506 tokens and 6,736 types (see Table 1). The
speeches from Democratic presidents contained 53,788 tokens and 5,381 types, and the speeches
from Republican presidents contained 64,029 tokens and 6,245 types (see Table 1). There were

19

more tokens per speech in nomination acceptance speeches than inaugural addresses, so although
it would be possible to look at metaphors per x number of tokens, this research was focused on
speeches as a whole unit intended to be given at one time and place. Thus, metaphors were
looked at per speech.
Table 1: Total word tokens and word types across the corpus.
Word Tokens

Word Types

Total

117,817

8,230

Inaugural Addresses

38,311

4,193

Nomination Acceptance Speeches

79, 506

6,736

Speeches by Democrats

53,788

5,381

Speeches by Republicans

64,029

6,245

3.2 Metaphor Selection
For this research, three metaphors with politics as a source domain were selected for
inclusion:
POLITICS IS WAR (e.g.

“We have beaten back despair and defeatism.”)

POLITICS IS A JOURNEY (e.g.
POLITICS IS LOVE (e.g.

“Tonight I will set out a better path.”)

“America must remain freedom’s staunchest friend.”)

These metaphors were selected for three reasons. First, they are well-substantiated in the
literature (for POLITICS IS WAR, see Guliashvili, 2021; Linkeviciute, 2019; Raphael et al., 2016;
Xue et al., 2013; for POLITICS IS A JOURNEY, see Charteris-Black, 2004; Cibulskienė, 2012;
Linkeviciute, 2019; Xue et al., 2013; for POLITICS IS LOVE, see Dunn, 2010; Linkeviciute, 2019;
Reczko, 2017; Warell, n.d.). Second, these metaphors have not previously been looked at in a
comparative light. Third, several of the source domains correspond to elements of Lakoff’s
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(2002) strict father and nurturant parent models. In the strict father model, there is an us vs. them
mentality, which might be reflected in metaphors that use war as a source domain. In the
nurturant parent model, there is an emphasis on community and compassion, which might be
reflected in metaphors that use love as a source domain.
Additionally, for the purpose of this research, the target domain of politics encompasses
anything related to elections, policy, legislation, international relations, the nation as a collective,
and ideologies such as freedom or democracy.
3.3 Speech Coding
Four university students were paid to participate in the coding of speeches. Prior to their
involvement, they all had no or very littler experience with conceptual metaphors and speech
coding (read: none or very little). First, the students were trained in conceptual metaphor theory
(its origin, terminology, etc.) and given examples to help them begin to identify conceptual
metaphors. Then, they were trained in the three pre-selected conceptual metaphors (POLITICS IS
LOVE, POLITICS IS A JOURNEY,

and POLITICS IS WAR) and given examples of these metaphors in

political speeches. Finally, the group coded a speech together, going meticulously through lineby-line in order to ensure everyone’s understanding of the metaphors and how to identify them
was similar (for training materials see Appendix). At the conclusion of their training, the students
were each assigned 20 speeches to code on their own. This ensured that each speech would be
rated twice in order to assess inter-rater reliability. Although the content of the speeches could
not be made anonymous (as that might have interfered with metaphors), the speeches were
assigned random IDs so that students were not immediately aware of the speaker, their party, etc.
After coding the speeches, the students were able to match the random ID with the
identifying information for that speech. Each instantiation of a metaphor was noted on a separate
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line of a spreadsheet along with the year the speech was given, the speech type (nomination
acceptance or inaugural), the speaker’s political party, the speaker, and the metaphor type
(POLITICS IS LOVE, POLITICS IS A JOURNEY, or POLITICS IS WAR).
3.4 Analysis
As each speech was double-coded and thus not read by all four raters, a many-facet
Rasch measurement (MFRM) was used to assess inter-rater reliability as measured through rater
severity/leniency (Eckes, 2015b). Here, a severe rater would identify fewer metaphors in a
speech, whereas a lenient rater would identify more metaphors in a speech. To determine the
effect of political party and the effect of speech type, a mixed-effect regression model was used
with metaphor type, political party, and speech type as fixed effects and with speaker as a
random effect. Individual speeches were not used as a random effect due to an issue of
singularity in the analysis.
4. RESULTS
4.1 Analysis
A two-facet Rasch analysis revealed relatively low reliability among the raters (rater
separation = 0.92). Therefore, rather than using raw counts to test the research questions, Rasch
FairAverage scores were calculated for each metaphor per speech. FairAverage scores help to
overcome some of the issues of bias that might affect a rater, such as halo effect or central
tendency (Eckes, 2015a).
The initial mixed-effect model included interactions among party, speech type, and
metaphor type; however, these interactions were not significant (p > 0.1). Therefore, they were
eliminated from the model in order to achieve a better fit. The ensuing model revealed no
differences between the parties in usage of the three metaphor types (p = 0.183, see Table 2, see
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Figure 1). There were also no differences in usage of the three metaphor types between the two
speech types (p = 0.292, see Table 2, see Figure 2). This model was able to account for only a
quarter of the variance in metaphor usage across the different speeches (marginal R2 = 0.243,
conditional R2 = 0.227, see Table 2).
Table 2: Mixed-effects regression with the three metaphor types, the two parties, and the two
speech types
Random effect

Variance Std. Dev.

Speaker

0.251

0.501

Residual

12.385

3.519

N groups: Speaker = 14
Fixed effect

Estimate Std. Error df

t value p value

(Intercept)

4.234

0.491

13.210

8.626

< 0.001

Party = Republican

1.003

0.701

10.379

1.430

0.182

Metaphor Type = Journey 1.161

0.454

103.730 2.555

0.012

Metaphor Type = Love

-2.507

0.454

103.730 -5.518 < 0.001

Speech Type = Inaugural

-0.537

0.321

103.730 -1.672 0.098

Conditional R2 = 0.227, Marginal R2 = 0.243
Although there were no differences in usage of the three metaphors between the parties or
between the speech types, there were differences in metaphor usage across the entire sample. In
both nomination acceptance speeches and inaugural addresses, presidents of both parties used
significantly more journey metaphors (p = 0.012, see Table 2, see Figure 1). Additionally,
presidents of both parties used significantly less love metaphors ( p < 0.001, see Table 2, see
Figure 1).
Figure 1: Average use of each metaphor type for both parties.
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Figure 2: Average use of each metaphor type for both speech types.

4.2 Examples
Below are examples of the POLITICS IS WAR metaphor with the words that construct the
metaphor bolded.
1) “With your help and with the votes of millions of Americans, we won a great victory in
1968” (Nixon, 1972).
2) “I will fight for you with every breath in my body, and I will never, ever let you down”
(Trump, 2017).
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3) “For more than 30 years that I have served this Nation I have believed that this injustice
to our people, this waste of our resources, was our real enemy” (Johnson, 1965).
4) “And in the record is the stark truth, that the battle lines of 1948 are the same as they
were in 1932, when the Nation lay prostrate and helpless as a result of Republican
misrule and inaction” (Truman, 1948).
In the first example, Nixon (1972) calls the election a great victory, something that was
won, similar to how a war is won. In the second example, Trump (2017) says that he will fight
for the people he is addressing. This will not be a literal fight but rather a metaphorical one for
certain policies or changes that people want to see in government. In the third example, Johnson
(1965) refers to injustice and the waste of resources as an enemy to the people, a force that is in
opposition to the people. In the fourth example, Truman (1948) refers to battle lines set against
the Republican party. There are no physical lines drawn where armies gather, but these are
metaphorical lines in a metaphorical war against the other party.
Below are examples of the POLITICS IS A JOURNEY metaphor with the words that construct
the metaphor bolded.
1) “Great nations of the world are moving toward democracy through the door to
freedom” (G. Bush, 1989)
2) “And though our Nation has sometimes halted and sometimes delayed, we must follow
no other course” (G. W. Bush, 2001).
3) “We can choose the path of becoming angrier, less hopeful, and more divided. A path of
shadow and suspicion. Or we can choose a different path, and together, take this chance
to heal, to be reborn, to unite” (Biden, 2020).
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4) “So we pray to Him now for the vision to see our way clearly to see the way that leads
to a better life for ourselves and for all our fellow men” (Roosevelt, 1945).
In the first example, Bush (1989) speaks of a move toward democracy. There is no literal
movement occurring, no physical destination of democracy, but he evokes this idea of movement
to show how the world is progressing. In the final three examples, the presidents all speak of the
nation being on a course or path or on the way to a better life (Biden, 2020; Bush, 2001;
Roosevelt, 1945). Once again, these are not physical courses or paths but metaphorical ones that
the nation is on together.
Below are examples of the POLITICS IS LOVE metaphor with the words that construct the
metaphor bolded.
1) “In America’s ideal of freedom, the exercise of rights is ennobled by service and mercy
and a heart for the weak” (G. W. Bush, 2005).
2) “Today we are competing for men’s hearts, and minds, and trust all over the world”
(Eisenhower, 1956).
3) “Our greatest responsibility is to embrace a new spirit of community for a new
century” (Clinton, 1997).
4) “Each of us can pursue our individual dreams but still come together as one American
family” (Obama, 2008).
In the first example, Bush (2005) talks of having a heart for the weak, employing both
metaphor and metonymy. The heart represents love, and then this love is being given to the
weak. Similarly, in the second example, Eisenhower (1956) speaks of competing for men’s
hearts, also employing metonymy to help create this metaphor. In the third example, Clinton
(1997) says it is the people’s responsibility to embrace a new community spirit. This is not a
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literal embrace but a metaphorical one that might take many forms. In the fourth example,
Obama (2008) evokes the idea of America as a family that must come together. The country is
not a literal family with parents and siblings, but he wants that comparison due to the love that is
often found in families.
5. DISCUSSION
The first research question in this study was whether differences existed in the usage of
pre-selected conceptual metaphors depending on a president’s political party. Based on this
analysis, there are no differences between parties. This is of particular interest in regards to the
metaphors of POLITICS IS WAR and POLITICS IS LOVE, which were selected partially because they
reflected Lakoff’s (2002) opposing models of strict father and nurturant parent. Although
evidence of his models has been found in previous studies (e.g. Ahrens, 2011; Ohl et al., 2013),
the results of this study do not substantiate these opposing models. From this analysis, it appears
that Republican and Democratic presidents have similar patterns of metaphor usage, which could
suggest that there is a uniformity to political speeches that exists across party lines. Therefore,
whether a president in Republican or Democrat, a listener might expect to hear more metaphors
comparing politics to war than politics to love.
The second research question in this study was whether differences existed in the usage
of political conceptual metaphors based on the speech type. Speech type has not previously been
looked at in research on presidential speeches, and the hypothesis was that speakers might tailor
their language and thus their metaphor use based on their audience. A nomination acceptance
speech is given at a party’s national convention, so the audience is primarily comprised of
listeners from that president’s party. An inaugural address is given at a president’s inauguration,
so the audience is the entire nation, which encompasses a wide area of political ideologies.
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Based on the analysis, there do not appear to be significant differences in the usage of the
three metaphor types between nomination acceptance speeches and inaugural addresses (p =
0.098). This provides further evidence for the patterns of metaphor usage being unique elements
of political speeches as a whole rather than political speeches meant to represent a specific party.
Thus, it is possible that political speeches are a genre entirely their own, and in this genre, there
are patterns for metaphor usage that will hold true across speech type and party lines (for more
on genre theory see Miller, 1984).
Although no differences were found in the usage of the three metaphor types between
parties or between speech types, the findings of this study did reveal certain patterns of interest.
It appears that presidents of either party use more journey metaphors and less love metaphors (p
= 0.012 and p < 0.001, respectively). Additionally, there is a marginal difference in the overall
use of metaphors in nomination acceptance speeches compared to inaugural addresses, which
could be further investigated (p = 0.098).
Additionally, though the focus of this study was a quantitative rather than qualitative
comparison, the coded data revealed some interesting patterns of metaphor usage that appeared
to differ between the parties. A more thorough and systematic analysis is necessary to come to
any significant conclusions; however, some of those differences are outlined here.
First, both parties appeared to use POLITICS IS WAR in the case of elections and
competition between parties, but the Republican party appears to use it in this context more
often. When discussing elections, Republican presidents spoke of war rooms where their
campaign team would develop strategies to defeat the enemy or of victories won over the
opposing parties, among other things (G. W. Bush, 2000; Nixon, 1972). In addition to elections
being framed as war, presidents also framed policy issues as wars. For Republicans, this seemed
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to occur most frequently in the context of economic policies. They spoke of enterprise being
liberated or of jobs being threatened, either by policy from the opposing party or by outside
factors that policy would help mediate (G. W. Bush, 2004; Reagan, 1985). On the other hand,
Democrats appeared to frame a wider variety of policy issues as war. Climate change was
referred to as a threat, which the government needed and would respond to (Obama, 2013). In
order to provide children with a quality education, an army of teachers would be recruited
(Obama, 2008). A revolution was needed to change the state of welfare (Clinton, 1996).
In addition to comparison across party lines, a comparison across speech type revealed
interesting patterns. Here, the focus is on POLITICS IS A JOURNEY. In inaugural addresses,
presidents frequently used an inclusive “we” to refer to the entity on a journey, and this “we”
tended to refer to America as a whole. In one instance, “we” were taking steps toward the goal of
nuclear weapon elimination (Carter, 1977). In another instance, “we” had to go forward to lead
the land that we loved (Kennedy, 1961). In nomination acceptance speeches, presidents used an
inclusive “we” to refer to the entity on a journey but less frequently than in inaugural addresses.
At times, they used this metaphor to refer to another country on a journey or the opposing party
on a journey. The leaders of the opposing party (Democrats here) led their party away from its
principles, or another country was on the path to nuclear weapons (Reagan, 1984; Trump, 2016)
When referencing another entity on a journey, they appeared to employ this metaphor in a
negative light. Another party “reversed” progress or caused the nation to “fall behind” (Clinton,
1992; Trump, 2016). These differences in usage are intriguing and could be a subject of future
research.
There are certain limitations that might have prevented the discovery of more significant
findings. First, the lower number of POLITICS IS LOVE metaphors may be a true reflection of
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presidents’ usage; however, it may also be the result of a more abstract source domain. It is
possible that love was more difficult for raters to conceptualize than either war or a journey, so it
was more difficult for them to identify metaphors that used this source domain. Second, the rater
training involved one long session where raters were educated on conceptual metaphor theory,
taught to identify the metaphors of interest, and then given the opportunity to practice identifying
these metaphors in sample speeches. It is possible that spreading this training out or extending it
could lead to better identification of metaphors.
6. CONCLUSION
The purpose of this thesis was to compare presidents’ metaphor usage between party
affiliation and speech type. The political divide in the United States is growing (Doherty, 2017;
Pew Research Center, 2019), and it was hypothesized that this divide might be reflected in the
metaphors used by presidents, due to the pervasiveness of metaphors in everyday language and
their connection to worldview and cognition (Lakoff & Johnson, 1980). Previous studies have
found differences in metaphor usage between the opposing parties (e.g. Ohl et al., 2013;
Wehling, 2013); however, this study reveals no such differences, an unexpected but intriguing
result. Thus, it is possible that, in terms of metaphor usage, the divide between parties is not as
wide as previously posited.
Future researchers might look at a wider variety of speech types. The results of this study
suggest that patterns of metaphor usage do not change depending on the audience of a speech.
Therefore, it would be of interest to collect a more diverse sample of speech types (e.g. state of
the union address, campaign speech) in order to more fully determine if these patterns persist
across all speech types and are thus an element of political speeches that will be used no matter
an individual’s party affiliation. Additionally, a more qualitative analysis of metaphor usage in
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political speeches could reveal differences in the ways that presidents use these metaphors. For
example, certain presidents might use POLITICS IS WAR more frequently in the context of their
party against another, whereas other presidents might use that metaphor more frequently in the
context of the United States against another nation. This study was not focused on qualitative
analysis; however, the null results present an intriguing possibility for a more qualitative analysis
in order to determine if the way presidents use these metaphors differs. Additionally, it might be
enlightening to compare metaphor usage among presidents rather than parties to see if patterns
exist in individual usage.
7. APPENDIX
7.1 Training PowerPoint Presentation
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7.2 First Speech Used for Training
I am certain that my fellow Americans expect that on my induction into the Presidency I
will address them with a candor and a decision which the present situation of our Nation impels.
This is preeminently the time to speak the truth, the whole truth, frankly and boldly. Nor need we
shrink from honestly facing conditions in our country today. This great Nation will endure as it
has endured, will revive and will prosper. So, first of all, let me assert my firm belief that the
only thing we have to fear is fear itself—nameless, unreasoning, unjustified terror which
paralyzes needed efforts to convert retreat into advance. In every dark hour of our national life a
leadership of frankness and vigor has met with that understanding and support of the people
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themselves which is essential to victory. I am convinced that you will again give that support to
leadership in these critical days.
In such a spirit on my part and on yours we face our common difficulties. They concern,
thank God, only material things. Values have shrunken to fantastic levels; taxes have risen; our
ability to pay has fallen; government of all kinds is faced by serious curtailment of income; the
means of exchange are frozen in the currents of trade; the withered leaves of industrial enterprise
lie on every side; farmers find no markets for their produce; the savings of many years in
thousands of families are gone.
More important, a host of unemployed citizens face the grim problem of existence, and
an equally great number toil with little return. Only a foolish optimist can deny the dark realities
of the moment.
Yet our distress comes from no failure of substance. We are stricken by no plague of
locusts. Compared with the perils which our forefathers conquered because they believed and
were not afraid, we have still much to be thankful for. Nature still offers her bounty and human
efforts have multiplied it. Plenty is at our doorstep, but a generous use of it languishes in the very
sight of the supply. Primarily this is because rulers of the exchange of mankind's goods have
failed through their own stubbornness and their own incompetence, have admitted their failure,
and have abdicated. Practices of the unscrupulous money changers stand indicted in the court of
public opinion, rejected by the hearts and minds of men.
True they have tried, but their efforts have been cast in the pattern of an outworn
tradition. Faced by failure of credit they have proposed only the lending of more money.
Stripped of the lure of profit by which to induce our people to follow their false leadership, they
have resorted to exhortations, pleading tearfully for restored confidence. They know only the
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rules of a generation of self-seekers. They have no vision, and when there is no vision the people
perish.
The money changers have fled from their high seats in the temple of our civilization. We
may now restore that temple to the ancient truths. The measure of the restoration lies in the
extent to which we apply social values more noble than mere monetary profit.
Happiness lies not in the mere possession of money; it lies in the joy of achievement, in
the thrill of creative effort. The joy and moral stimulation of work no longer must be forgotten in
the mad chase of evanescent profits. These dark days will be worth all they cost us if they teach
us that our true destiny is not to be ministered unto but to minister to ourselves and to our fellow
men.
Recognition of the falsity of material wealth as the standard of success goes hand in hand
with the abandonment of the false belief that public office and high political position are to be
valued only by the standards of pride of place and personal profit; and there must be an end to a
conduct in banking and in business which too often has given to a sacred trust the likeness of
callous and selfish wrongdoing. Small wonder that confidence languishes, for it thrives only on
honesty, on honor, on the sacredness of obligations, on faithful protection, on unselfish
performance; without them it cannot live. Restoration calls, however, not for changes in ethics
alone. This Nation asks for action, and action now.
Our greatest primary task is to put people to work. This is no unsolvable problem if we
face it wisely and courageously. It can be accomplished in part by direct recruiting by the
Government itself, treating the task as we would treat the emergency of a war, but at the same
time, through this employment, accomplishing greatly needed projects to stimulate and
reorganize the use of our natural resources.
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Hand in hand with this we must frankly recognize the overbalance of population in our
industrial centers and, by engaging on a national scale in a redistribution, endeavor to provide a
better use of the land for those best fitted for the land. The task can be helped by definite efforts
to raise the values of agricultural products and with this the power to purchase the output of our
cities. It can be helped by preventing realistically the tragedy of the growing loss through
foreclosure of our small homes and our farms. It can be helped by insistence that the Federal,
State, and local governments act forthwith on the demand that their cost be drastically reduced. It
can be helped by the unifying of relief activities which today are often scattered, uneconomical,
and unequal. It can be helped by national planning for and supervision of all forms of
transportation and of communications and other utilities which have a definitely public character.
There are many ways in which it can be helped, but it can never be helped merely by talking
about it. We must act and act quickly.
Finally, in our progress toward a resumption of work we require two safeguards against a
return of the evils of the old order: there must be a strict supervision of all banking and credits
and investments, so that there will be an end to speculation with other people's money; and there
must be provision for an adequate but sound currency.
These are the lines of attack. I shall presently urge upon a new Congress, in special
session, detailed measures for their fulfillment, and I shall seek the immediate assistance of the
several States.
Through this program of action we address ourselves to putting our own national house in
order and making income balance outgo. Our international trade relations, though vastly
important, are in point of time and necessity secondary to the establishment of a sound national
economy. I favor as a practical policy the putting of first things first. I shall spare no effort to
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restore world trade by international economic readjustment, but the emergency at home cannot
wait on that accomplishment.
The basic thought that guides these specific means of national recovery is not narrowly
nationalistic. It is the insistence, as a first considerations, upon the interdependence of the
various elements in and parts of the United States—a recognition of the old and permanently
important manifestation of the American spirit of the pioneer. It is the way to recovery. It is the
immediate way. It is the strongest assurance that the recovery will endure.
In the field of world policy I would dedicate this Nation to the policy of the good
neighbor—the neighbor who resolutely respects himself and, because he does so, respects the
rights of others—the neighbor who respects his obligations and respects the sanctity of his
agreements in and with a world of neighbors.
If I read the temper of our people correctly, we now realize as we have never realized
before our interdependence on each other; that we cannot merely take but we must give as well;
that if we are to go forward, we must move as a trained and loyal army willing to sacrifice for the
good of a common discipline, because without such discipline no progress is made, no leadership
becomes effective. We are, I know, ready and willing to submit our lives and property to such
discipline, because it makes possible a leadership which aims at a larger good. This I propose to
offer, pledging that the larger purposes will bind upon us all as a sacred obligation with a unity
of duty hitherto evoked only in time of armed strife.
With this pledge taken, I assume unhesitatingly the leadership of this great army of our
people dedicated to a disciplined attack upon our common problems.
Action in this image and to this end is feasible under the form of government which we
have inherited from our ancestors. Our Constitution is so simple and practical that it is possible
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always to meet extraordinary needs by changes in emphasis and arrangement without loss of
essential form. That is why our constitutional system has proved itself the most superbly
enduring political mechanism the modern world has produced. It has met every stress of vast
expansion of territory, of foreign wars, of bitter internal strife, of world relations.
It is to be hoped that the normal balance of Executive and legislative authority may be
wholly adequate to meet the unprecedented task before us. But it may be that an unprecedented
demand and need for undelayed action may call for temporary departure from that normal
balance of public procedure.
I am prepared under my constitutional duty to recommend the measures that a stricken
Nation in the midst of a stricken world may require. These measures, or such other measures as
the Congress may build out of its experience and wisdom, I shall seek, within my constitutional
authority, to bring to speedy adoption.
But in the event that the Congress shall fail to take one of these two courses, and in the
event that the national emergency is still critical, I shall not evade the clear course of duty that
will then confront me. I shall ask the Congress for the one remaining instrument to meet the
crisis—broad Executive power to wage a war against the emergency, as great as the power that
would be given to me if we were in fact invaded by a foreign foe.
For the trust reposed in me I will return the courage and the devotion that befit the time. I
can do no less.
We face the arduous days that lie before us in the warm courage of national unity; with
the clear consciousness of seeking old and precious moral values; with the clean satisfaction that
comes from the stern performance of duty by old and young alike. We aim at the assurance of a
rounded and permanent national life.
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We do not distrust the future of essential democracy. The people of the United States
have not failed. In their need they have registered a mandate that they want direct, vigorous
action. They have asked for discipline and direction under leadership. They have made me the
present instrument of their wishes. In the spirit of the gift I take it.
In this dedication of a Nation we humbly ask the blessing of God. May He protect each
and every one of us. May He guide me in the days to come. (Roosevelt, 1933)
7.3 Second Speech Used for Training
My countrymen:
This occasion is not alone the administration of the most sacred oath which can be
assumed by an American citizen. It is a dedication and consecration under God to the highest
office in service of our people. I assume this trust in the humility of knowledge that only through
the guidance of Almighty Providence can I hope to discharge its ever-increasing burdens.
It is in keeping with tradition throughout our history that I should express simply and
directly the opinions which I hold concerning some of the matters of present importance.
OUR PROGRESS
If we survey the situation of our Nation both at home and abroad, we find many
satisfactions; we find some causes for concern. We have emerged from the losses of the Great
War and the reconstruction following it with increased virility and strength. From this strength
we have contributed to the recovery and progress of the world. What America has done has
given renewed hope and courage to all who have faith in government by the people. In the large
view, we have reached a higher degree of comfort and security than ever existed before in the
history of the world. Through liberation from widespread poverty we have reached a higher
degree of individual freedom than ever before. The devotion to and concern for our institutions
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are deep and sincere. We are steadily building a new race--a new civilization great in its own
attainments. The influence and high purposes of our Nation are respected among the peoples of
the world. We aspire to distinction in the world, but to a distinction based upon confidence in our
sense of justice as well as our accomplishments within our own borders and in our own lives. For
wise guidance in this great period of recovery the Nation is deeply indebted to Calvin Coolidge.
But all this majestic advance should not obscure the constant dangers from which selfgovernment must be safeguarded. The strong man must at all times be alert to the attack of
insidious disease.
THE FAILURE OF OUR SYSTEM OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE
The most malign of all these dangers today is disregard and disobedience of law. Crime is
increasing. Confidence in rigid and speedy justice is decreasing. I am not prepared to believe that
this indicates any decay in the moral fibre of the American people. I am not prepared to believe
that it indicates an impotence of the Federal Government to enforce its laws.
It is only in part due to the additional burdens imposed upon our judicial system by the
18th amendment. The problem is much wider than that. Many influences had increasingly
complicated and weakened our law enforcement organization long before the adoption of the
18th amendment.
To reestablish the vigor and effectiveness of law enforcement we must critically consider
the entire Federal machinery of justice, the redistribution of its functions, the simplification of its
procedure, the provision of additional special tribunals, the better selection of juries, and the
more effective organization of our agencies of investigation and prosecution that justice may be
sure and that it may be swift. While the authority of the Federal Government extends to but part
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of our vast system of national, State, and local justice, yet the standards which the Federal
Government establishes have the most profound influence upon the whole structure.
We are fortunate in the ability and integrity of our Federal judges and attorneys. But the
system which these officers are called upon to administer is in many respects ill adapted to
present-day conditions. Its intricate and involved rules of procedure have become the refuge of
both big and little criminals. There is a belief abroad that by invoking technicalities, subterfuge,
and delay, the ends of justice may be thwarted by those who can pay the cost.
Reform, reorganization, and strengthening of our whole judicial and enforcement system,
both in civil and criminal sides, have been advocated for years by statesmen, judges, and bar
associations. First steps toward that end should not longer be delayed. Rigid and expeditious
justice is the first safeguard of freedom, the basis of all ordered liberty, the vital force of
progress. It must not come to be in our Republic that it can be defeated by the indifference of the
citizens, by exploitation of the delays and entanglements of the law, or by combinations of
criminals. Justice must not fail because the agencies of enforcement are either delinquent or
inefficiently organized. To consider these evils, to find their remedy, is the most sore necessity of
our times.
ENFORCEMENT OF THE 18th AMENDMENT
Of the undoubted abuses which have grown up under the 18th amendment, part are due to
the causes I have just mentioned; but part are due to the failure of some States to accept their
share of responsibility for concurrent enforcement and to the failure of many State and local
officials to accept the obligation under their oath of office zealously to enforce the laws. With the
failures from these many causes has come a dangerous expansion in the criminal elements who
have found enlarged opportunities in dealing in illegal liquor.
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But a large responsibility rests directly upon our citizens. There would be little traffic in
illegal liquor if only criminals patronized it. We must awake to the fact that this patronage from
large numbers of law-abiding citizens is supplying the rewards and stimulating crime.
I have been selected by you to execute and enforce the laws of the country. I propose to
do so to the extent of my own abilities, but the measure of success that the Government shall
attain will depend upon the moral support which you, as citizens, extend. The duty of citizens to
support the laws of the land is coequal with the duty of their Government to enforce the laws
which exist. No greater national service can be given by men and women of good will--who, I
know, are not unmindful of the responsibilities of citizenship--than that they should, by their
example, assist in stamping out crime and outlawry by refusing participation in and condemning
all transactions with illegal liquor. Our whole system of self-government will crumble either if
officials elect what laws they will enforce or citizens elect what laws they will support. The
worst evil of disregard for some law is that it destroys respect for all law. For our citizens to
patronize the violation of a particular law on the ground that they are opposed to it is destructive
of the very basis of all that protection of life, of homes and property which they rightly claim
under other laws. If citizens do not like a law, their duty as honest men and women is to
discourage its violation; their right is openly to work for its repeal.
To those of criminal mind there can be no appeal but vigorous enforcement of the law.
Fortunately they are but a small percentage of our people. Their activities must be stopped.
A NATIONAL INVESTIGATION
I propose to appoint a national commission for a searching investigation of the whole
structure of our Federal system of jurisprudence, to include the method of enforcement of the
18th amendment and the causes of abuse under it. Its purpose will be to make such
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recommendations for reorganization of the administration of Federal laws and court procedure as
may be found desirable. In the meantime it is essential that a large part of the enforcement
activities be transferred from the Treasury Department to the Department of Justice as a
beginning of more effective organization.
THE RELATION OF GOVERNMENT TO BUSINESS
The election has again confirmed the determination of the American people that
regulation of private enterprise and not Government ownership or operation is the course rightly
to be pursued in our relation to business. In recent years we have established a differentiation in
the whole method of business regulation between the industries which produce and distribute
commodities on the one hand and public utilities on the other. In the former, our laws insist upon
effective competition; in the latter, because we substantially confer a monopoly by limiting
competition, we must regulate their services and rates. The rigid enforcement of the laws
applicable to both groups is the very base of equal opportunity and freedom from domination for
all our people, and it is just as essential for the stability and prosperity of business itself as for the
protection of the public at large. Such regulation should be extended by the Federal Government
within the limitations of the Constitution and only when the individual States are without power
to protect their citizens through their own authority. On the other hand, we should be fearless
when the authority rests only in the Federal Government.
COOPERATION BY THE GOVERNMENT
The larger purpose of our economic thought should be to establish more firmly stability
and security of business and employment and thereby remove poverty still further from our
borders. Our people have in recent years developed a new-found capacity for cooperation among
themselves to effect high purposes in public welfare. It is an advance toward the highest
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conception of self-government. Self-government does not and should not imply the use of
political agencies alone. Progress is born of cooperation in the community--not from
governmental restraints. The Government should assist and encourage these movements of
collective self-help by itself cooperating with them. Business has by cooperation made great
progress in the advancement of service, in stability, in regularity of employment, and in the
correction of its own abuses. Such progress, however, can continue only so long as business
manifests its respect for law.
There is an equally important field of cooperation by the Federal Government with the
multitude of agencies, State, municipal, and private, in the systematic development of those
processes which directly affect public health, recreation, education, and the home. We have need
further to perfect the means by which Government can be adapted to human service.
EDUCATION
Although education is primarily a responsibility of the States and local communities, and
rightly so, yet the Nation as a whole is vitally concerned in its development everywhere to the
highest standards and to complete universality. Self-government can succeed only through an
instructed electorate. Our objective is not simply to overcome illiteracy. The Nation has marched
far beyond that. The more complex the problems of the Nation become, the greater is the need
for more and more advanced instruction. Moreover, as our numbers increase and as our life
expands with science and invention, we must discover more and more leaders for every walk of
life. We cannot hope to succeed in directing this increasingly complex civilization unless we can
draw all the talent of leadership from the whole people. One civilization after another has been
wrecked upon the attempt to secure sufficient leadership from a single group or class. If we
would prevent the growth of class distinctions and would constantly refresh our leadership with
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the ideals of our people, we must draw constantly from the general mass. The full opportunity for
every boy and girl to rise through the selective processes of education can alone secure to us this
leadership.
PUBLIC HEALTH
In public health the discoveries of science have opened a new era. Many sections of our
country and many groups of our citizens suffer from diseases the eradication of which are mere
matters of administration and moderate expenditure. Public health service should be as fully
organized and as universally incorporated into our governmental system as is public education.
The returns are a thousandfold in economic benefits, and infinitely more in reduction of suffering
and promotion of human happiness.
WORLD PEACE
The United States fully accepts the profound truth that our own progress, prosperity, and
peace are interlocked with the progress, prosperity, and peace of all humanity. The whole world
is at peace. The dangers to a continuation of this peace today are largely the fear and suspicion
which still haunt the world. No suspicion or fear can be rightly directed toward our country.
Those who have a true understanding of America know that we have no desire for
territorial expansion, for economic or other domination of other peoples. Such purposes are
repugnant to our ideals of human freedom. Our form of government is ill adapted to the
responsibilities which inevitably follow permanent limitation of the independence of other
peoples. Superficial observers seem to find no destiny for our abounding increase in population,
in wealth and power except that of imperialism. They fail to see that the American people are
engrossed in the building for themselves of a new economic system, a new social system, a new
political system--all of which are characterized by aspirations of freedom of opportunity and
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thereby are the negation of imperialism. They fail to realize that because of our abounding
prosperity our youth are pressing more and more into our institutions of learning; that our people
are seeking a larger vision through art, literature, science, and travel; that they are moving toward
stronger moral and spiritual life--that from these things our sympathies are broadening beyond
the bounds of our Nation and race toward their true expression in a real brotherhood of man.
They fail to see that the idealism of America will lead it to no narrow or selfish channel, but
inspire it to do its full share as a Nation toward the advancement of civilization. It will do that
not by mere declaration but by taking a practical part in supporting all useful international
undertakings. We not only desire peace with the world, but to see peace maintained throughout
the world. We wish to advance the reign of justice and reason toward the extinction of force.
The recent treaty for the renunciation of war as an instrument of national policy sets an
advanced standard in our conception of the relations of nations. Its acceptance should pave the
way to greater limitation of armament, the offer of which we sincerely extend to the world. But
its full realization also implies a greater and greater perfection in the instrumentalities for pacific
settlement of controversies between nations. In the creation and use of these instrumentalities we
should support every sound method of conciliation, arbitration, and judicial settlement. American
statesmen were among the first to propose, and they have constantly urged upon the world, the
establishment of a tribunal for the settlement of controversies of a justiciable character. The
Permanent Court of International Justice in its major purpose is thus peculiarly identified with
American ideals and with American statesmanship. No more potent instrumentality for this
purpose has ever been conceived and no other is practicable of establishment. The reservations
placed upon our adherence should not be misinterpreted. The United States seeks by these
reservations no special privilege or advantage but only to clarify our relation to advisory
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opinions and other matters which are subsidiary to the major purpose of the Court. The way
should, and I believe will, be found by which we may take our proper place in a movement so
fundamental to the progress of peace.
Our people have determined that we should make no political engagements such as
membership in the League of Nations, which may commit us in advance as a nation to become
involved in the settlements of controversies between other countries. They adhere to the belief
that the independence of America from such obligations increases its ability and availability for
service in all fields of human progress.
I have lately returned from a journey among our sister Republics of the Western
Hemisphere. 3 I have received unbounded hospitality and courtesy as their expression of
friendliness to our country. We are held by particular bonds of sympathy and common interest
with them. They are each of them building a racial character and a culture which is an impressive
contribution to human progress. We wish only for the maintenance of their independence, the
growth of their stability and their prosperity. While we have had wars in the Western
Hemisphere, yet on the whole the record is in encouraging contrast with that of other parts of the
world. Fortunately the New World is largely free from the inheritances of fear and distrust which
have so troubled the Old World. We should keep it so.
It is impossible, my countrymen, to speak of peace without profound emotion. In
thousands of homes in America, in millions of homes around the world, there are vacant chairs.
It would be a shameful confession of our unworthiness if it should develop that we have
abandoned the hope for which all these men died. Surely civilization is old enough, surely
mankind is mature enough so that we ought in our own lifetime to find a way to permanent
peace. Abroad, to west and east, are nations whose sons mingled their blood with the blood of
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our sons on the battlefields. Most of these nations have contributed to our race, to our culture,
our knowledge, and our progress. From one of them we derive our very language and from many
of them much of the genius of our institutions. Their desire for peace is as deep and sincere as
our own.
Peace can be contributed to by respect for our ability in defense. Peace can be promoted
by the limitation of arms and by the creation of the instrumentalities for peaceful settlement of
controversies. But it will become a reality only through self-restraint and active effort in
friendliness and helpfulness. I covet for this administration a record of having further contributed
to advance the cause of peace.
PARTY RESPONSIBILITIES
In our form of democracy the expression of the popular will can be effected only through
the instrumentality of political parties. We maintain party government not to promote intolerant
partisanship but because opportunity must be given for expression of the popular will, and
organization provided for the execution of its mandates and for accountability of government to
the people. It follows that the government both in the executive and the legislative branches must
carry out in good faith the platforms upon which the party was entrusted with power. But the
government is that of the whole people; the party is the instrument through which policies are
determined and men chosen to bring them into being. The animosities of elections should have
no place in our Government for government must concern itself alone with the common weal.
SPECIAL SESSION OF THE CONGRESS
Action upon some of the proposals upon which the Republican Party was returned to
power, particularly further agricultural relief and limited changes in the tariff, cannot in justice to
our farmers, our labor, and our manufacturers be postponed. I shall therefore request a special
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session of Congress for the consideration of these two questions. I shall deal with each of them
upon the assembly of the Congress.
OTHER MANDATES FROM THE ELECTION
It appears to me that the more important further mandates from the recent election were
the maintenance of the integrity of the Constitution; the vigorous enforcement of the laws; the
continuance of economy in public expenditure; the continued regulation of business to prevent
domination in the community; the denial of ownership or operation of business by the
Government in competition with its citizens; the avoidance of policies which would involve us in
the controversies of foreign nations; the more effective reorganization of the departments of the
Federal Government; the expansion of public works; and the promotion of welfare activities
affecting education and the home.
These were the more tangible determinations of the election, but beyond them was the
confidence and belief of the people that we would not neglect the support of the embedded ideals
and aspirations of America. These ideals and aspirations are the touchstones upon which the daytoday administration and legislative acts of government must be tested. More than this, the
Government must, so far as lies within its proper powers, give leadership to the realization of
these ideals and to the fruition of these aspirations. No one can adequately reduce these things of
the spirit to phrases or to a catalogue of definitions. We do know what the attainments of these
ideals should be: the preservation of self-government and its full foundations in local
government; the perfection of justice whether in economic or in social fields; the maintenance of
ordered liberty; the denial of domination by any group or class; the building up and preservation
of equality of opportunity; the stimulation of initiative and individuality; absolute integrity in
public affairs; the choice of officials for fitness to office; the direction of economic progress
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toward prosperity and the further lessening of poverty; the freedom of public opinion; the
sustaining of education and of the advancement of knowledge; the growth of religious spirit and
the tolerance of all faiths; the strengthening of the home; the advancement of peace.
There is no short road to the realization of these aspirations. Ours is a progressive people,
but with a determination that progress must be based upon the foundation of experience. Illconsidered remedies for our faults bring only penalties after them. But if we hold the faith of the
men in our mighty past who created these ideals, we shall leave them heightened and
strengthened for our children.
CONCLUSION
This is not the time and place for extended discussion. The questions before our country
are problems of progress to higher standards; they are not the problems of degeneration. They
demand thought and they serve to quicken the conscience and enlist our sense of responsibility
for their settlement. And that responsibility rests upon you, my countrymen, as much as upon
those of us who have been selected for office.
Ours is a land rich in resources, stimulating in its glorious beauty, filled with millions of
happy homes, blessed with comfort and opportunity. In no nation are the institutions of progress
more advanced. In no nation are the fruits of accomplishment more secure. In no nation is the
government more worthy of respect. No country is more loved by its people. I have an abiding
faith in their capacity, integrity, and high purpose. I have no fears for the future of our country. It
is bright with hope.
In the presence of my countrymen, mindful of the solemnity of this occasion, knowing
what the task means and the responsibility which it involves, I beg your tolerance, your aid, and
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your cooperation. I ask the help of Almighty God in this service to my country to which you
have called me. (Hoover, 1929)
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